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ON SELF-AFFINE MEASURES WITH EQUAL HAUSDORFF
AND LYAPUNOV DIMENSIONS

ARIEL RAPAPORT

ABSTRACT. Let p be a self-affine measure on R? associated to a self-affine IFS
{par(z) = Axx + vr}rea and a probability vector p = (py)x > 0. Assume the
strong separation condition holds. Let v; > ... > 74 and D be the Lyapunov
exponents and dimension corresponding to {A)}rca and PN, and let G be
the group generated by {Ax}ica. We show that if vmy1 > ym = ... = 74,
if G acts irreducibly on the vector space of alternating m-forms, and if the
Furstenberg measure pp satisfies dimg pp + D > (m + 1)(d — m), then pu is

exact dimensional with dim p = D.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > 2 and let A be a finite index set. Fix a family of matrices {Ax}ren = A C
Gl(d,R) with ||Ay|| < 1 for A € A, let {vx}aea C R?, and fix a probability vector
p={pr}rea > 0. Let {¢ar}rca be the self-affine IFS with

(1.1) ox(z) = Ayz + vy for A€ A and z € R?.

Denote by p the self-affine measure on R¢ which corresponds to {px}aes and p,
i.e. u is the unique probability measure with
= Z Px - @AM -
A€A
The Lyapunov dimension D of p (see Section [2 below) is an upper bound for the
dimension of p, but it is in general difficult to verify whether there is equality. The

purpose of this paper is to present verifiable conditions under which

(1.2) (i is exact dimensional with dimpu =D .

1.1. Background for the problem. Let us mention some notable results regard-
ing self-affine measures and sets. From Theorem 1.9 in [JPS] it follows that D is the
‘typical’ value of dimpg i, where dimy stands for the Hausdorfl dimension. More

precisely, it is shown that if |Ax|| < 4 for A € A and if the translations {vy}rea
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are drawn according to the Lebesgue measure, then dimy g = min{D, d} almost

surely. The inequality dimgy u < D is always satisfied.

Analogous to this is the following classical result, due to Falconer, regarding the
typical dimension of self-affine sets. Let K be the attractor of {ox}rea. In [F3] it
is shown that if |Ax| < 3 for A € A, then

dimy K = min{dim4 K, d} for Lebesgue almost all {vy}xea -

Here dim4 K stands for the affinity dimension of K, which is defined in terms of
the matrices in A. This was later improved in [S| by replacing the constant % by

%. The inequality dimy K < dima K is always true.

For fixed translations {vy }aea the exact value of dim gy K has been found for several
specific classes of self-affine sets. See the survey [F4] and the references therein.
Much attention has been given to fractal carpets, where members of A preserve

horizontal and vertical directions (see [M1] for instance).

Here we establish (L2]) in the opposite situation, in which there is no proper sub-
space invariant under all members of A. This makes it possible to consider the
Furstenberg measure pr on the Grassmannian manifold (see Section[21below). The
measure pr allows us to control the distribution of the orientation of cylinder sets

at small scale.

For d = 2 this idea was already used in [FK]| and [BI], in order to obtain (I.2)) under
assumptions different than ours. In Section [[.4] below we describe these results and
compare them with the work presented here. A notable advantage in our result is
that we do not require a lower bound on dimg p, but rather only on D which is at

least as large and independent of the translations {vy}aea-

1.2. The main result. We shall consider only the case where the IFS {©x}rea
satisfies the strong separation condition (SSC). Denote by 1 > ... > ~4 the Lya-
punov exponents corresponding to the Bernoulli measure p" and the matrices A,
and set
m=max{1<i<d: Yg_it1 = ... = Vd} -

If m = d and the SSC is satisfied then ([2]) follows directly from Theorem 2.6 in
|[FH|. Hence assume m < d. Let G C Gi(d, R) be the closure of the group generated
by A. We assume that G is m-irreducible, which means that it acts irreducibly on
the vector space of alternating m-forms. A precise definition is given in Section
When m =1 or d — 1, and in particular when d = 2 or 3, this condition reduces to
the absence of a proper subspace of R¢ which is invariant under all members of A
(see remark 2] below).



Let G4, denote the Grassmannian manifold of all m-dimensional linear subspaces
of R%. Each M € Gi(d,R) defines a map from Gy, onto itself, which takes W &
Ga,m to M(W). From m < d, the irreducibility assumption, and results found in
[BL2], it follows that there exists a unique probability measure pp on Gg ., with
pF = ZPA T
AEA
and moreover that dimgy pp > 0 (see Proposition Blin Section 2]). The measure pup
is called the Furstenberg measure on Gy, corresponding to A~! := {A;l}AeA and

p. The following theorem is our main result.

Theorem. Assume the following conditions:
(i) {©x}ren satisfies the SSC,

(i) m is strictly smaller than d,

(iii) G is m-irreducible, and

(iv) The measure up satisfies
dimpg pp +D > (m+1)(d—m).

Then (L2) holds true, i.e. p is exact dimensional with dimpu = D.

1.3. Explicit examples. The theorem just stated can be used to compute the
dimension of many concrete self-affine measures. In order to do so one needs to
bound dimpg pp from below, which is not a trivial problem. Let us mention some
results which are relevant for this task. Here we assume the elements of A are
distinct, i.e. Ay, # Ax, for A, A2 € A with Ay # Ag. Also, we shall have no
need for the matrices in A to be contractions. Indeed, the Furstenberg measure is

unaffected if we multiply members of A by non-zero scalars.

In [HS] it is shown that if A C GI(2,R) and p are such that elements in A have
algebraic entries and determinant 1, A generates a free group, ; is strictly greater
than 72, and G acts irreducibly on R?, then

H(p)
_2 "Y1

1)

Here H(p) stands for the entropy of p. For example, this can be applied when p > 0

dimpy pp = min{

and

(13) A:{((ﬁw(;?)}

In Section VL5 of [BL2] it is shown that dimy pr = i{Q(fy)l whenever [A| > 1,p > 0,

arc{(hr) b
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For E,L € R with |E| + |L| < 2, denote by ,ufj:’L the Furstenberg measure corres-
ponding to

(1.4) A_lz{(EIL _01>,(E—1FL _01>}andp=(%,%).

In [B2] it is shown that there exists a constant 6 > 0 with

: : E.L _ _
%&rl()dlmHMF =1forall 0<|E|<2-9.

In [B3] an example is given, for the case d = 2, of A and p for which v > 9,
the action of G is irreducible, and pp is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. For d > 3 an example of A and p with these properties is
obtained in [BQ2|.

1.4. Comparison with recent work. As mentioned above, for d = 2 the validity
of (L2) was established in two recent papers under conditions different than ours.
From the arguments found in [FK], it follows that if the matrices in A have strictly
positive entries, {¢x}rea satisfies the SSC, and

dim g HE + dim g W > 2,
then (L2) holds. This is actually done more generally, in the sense that the self-

affine measure i can be replaced by the projection of a Gibbs measures into R2.

Given M € GI(2,R) let a1(M) > aa(M) > 0 denote the singular values of M. It
is said that A satisfies the dominated splitting condition if there exist constants
0<C, < oo with

Oél(Al tae s An)
OéQ(Al Cet An)

For example, this is satisfied when the matrices in A have strictly positive entries.

>(C-e% for allm > 1 and A, ..., A, €A

It is shown in [BI] that if A satisfies dominated splitting, {px}rca satisfies the
SSC, and

dimpy pp + dimg > 2 or dimy pp > min{l, D},
then (L2) holds.
Note that since D > dimpg p, the condition dimg pr + D > 2, which appears in
our result when d = 2, is weaker than dimg pup + dimg g > 2. This is important

because D, as opposed to dimy u, is independent of the choice of translations

{vx}rea. Observe also, that if the closure of the set

{A1-...- A, :n>1and Ay,..., A, € A}

contains an element A € GI(2,R) for which Z;g‘::g does not increase exponentially

fast as n — oo, then the results from [BI] and [FK]| don’t apply but our result can.
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This is in fact the case in examples ([3)) and (4] mentioned above. This is also

true for the example obtained in [B3], since in that case A™! € A whenever A € A.

By using the aforementioned results about measures, results about the dimension
of certain self-affine sets are obtained in [B1] and [FK|. More precisely, conditions
for dimpy K = dim K are given, where recall that K is the attractor of {©x}rea
and dimy4 K is the affinity dimension of K. We do not pursue this here, although
it seems reasonable to believe that our work can also be applied in order to obtain

this equality for new classes of self-affine sets.

Remark. In the last stages of writing up this research the author became aware
of the preprint [BK]. When d = 2 it is shown in [BK] that p is always exact
dimensional, and that dim y = D if the SSC holds and

dimy pp > min{dim g, 2 — dim p} .

As mentioned above, since D > dimpg g our result may be easier to use in some
cases. For d > 2 results are proven in [BK| under an assumption on A, termed
totally dominated splitting, which is a multi-dimensional analogue of the dominated
splitting condition previously mentioned. Hence for d > 2 our work applies in many

situations that are untreated by [BK].

1.5. About the proof. We now make the dependency in the translations explicit.
Given (vy)xea =v € R denote by {@v.a}rea the IFS satisfying (1), and let p,
be the self-affine measure corresponding to {(, x}rea and p. Let V C R4Al be the
set of all v € R¥UAl for which {¢, 1 }aea satisfies the SSC. In the proofs found in [B1]
and |[FK|, some v € V is fixed and linear projections and sections of the measure
1 are studied. In our proof we shall also examine linear sections of measures, but

we shall consider the entire collection {p,},cy at once.

More precisely, it will be shown that there exists an upper semi-continuous function
F:V — [0,00), such that for every v € V and p, X pp-a.e. (z,W) € R? x G4, the
sliced measure, obtained from pu, and supported on z + W, has exact dimension
F(v). The proof of this uses ergodic theory and results from the random matrix
theory presented in [BL2]. From the result of [JPS| mentioned above, and from
results found in [M2] regarding the dimension of exceptional sets of sections, it will
follows that F(v) > D —d+m for Leb-a.e. v € V. The semi-continuity of F implies
that this inequality holds in fact for all v € V. Now by fixing v € V and using
estimates on the dimension of exceptional sets of projections, it will follows that
dimp py > D. The inequality dim p,, < D in not hard to prove, and completes the

proof.



1.6. Outline of the paper. In Section 2] we give some necessary definitions and
state Theorem [ which is our main result. Is Section [3] we carry out the proof,
while relaying on Proposition [l and Lemmas [7 to [[2] whose proofs are deferred to
subsequent sections. In Section [4] we state and prove some required results, which
follow from the theory of random matrices. In Section [}l we prove Proposition [@]
which is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem [l In Section [6l we prove all

auxiliary lemmas which were priorly used without proof.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank my advisor Michael Hochman, for sug-

gesting to me the problem studied in this paper, and for many helpful discussions.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

Fix some integer d > 2 and for # € R? denote by |z| the euclidean norm of z.
For a d x d matrix M (or operator on R%) denote by ||[M|| the operator norm of
M with respect to the euclidean norm. Let A be a finite set with |A| > 1, and fix
{Ax}rea C Gi(d,R) with ||Ax]] < 1foreach A € A. Let G C GI(d, R) be the closure
of the group generated by {Ax}xea. For (vx)xea =v € RAUAT Jet, {©wv.a}ren be the
self-affine IFS with ¢, \(z) = Axz + vy for A € A and x € R%. Let K, C R? be the
attractor of {¢, x}rea, i-e. K, is the unique non empty compact subset of R? with
K, = Uxeapua(K,). We say that the strong separation condition (SSC) holds for
{@v.a}rea if the union Uxeppu a(K,) is disjoint, and we denote by V C RAUAl the
set of all v € RUA for which the SSC holds. It is easy to see that V is an open

subset of RUA! and we assume it to be non empty.

Let p = (pa)aea be a probability vector with py > 0 for each A € A. Set Q = AN,
equip A with the discrete topology, and equip 2 with the product topology. Let F
be the Borel o-algebra of 2, and let 1 be the Bernoulli measure on (€2, F) which
corresponds to p (i.e. pu = pY). For each v € RAA and w € Q set

Ty (w) = lim g 4y © ... © ©p ., (0) .

Since the mappings {¢y a}rea are contractions this limit always exists and , :
Q) — R9 is continuous. Note that m,u := p o7, ! is the unique Borel probability
measure on R? for which the relation Tylh = Z/\E/\pA <Py AT 1S satisfied.

Given M € GI(d,R) let o1 (M) > ... > aqg(M) > 0 be the singular values of M.
Let 0 > v1 > ... > 74 > —o0 be the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to p and
{Ax}ren (see chapter IIL5 in [BL2]), i.e. for p-a.e. w € Q

1

(2.1) ~vi =lim—log a;(Awyg < ... - Aw, _,) for 1 <i<d.
nn

Denote the entropy of p by hy (i.e. hy = \cx —Px -logpy), set

(2.2) k(p) =max{0<i<d:0<h,+y+...+7%}
6



and set

. hu+'yl+---+’)’k(u) .
D) = k(w) o itk(p) <d

Ry . g
EE— , if k(p) =d
The number D(p) is called the Lyapunov dimension of p with respect to the family

{Ax}aea-

Given a metric space X we denote the collection of all compactly supported Borel
probability measures on X by M(X). For § € M(X) we write

dimy 0 = inf{dimy E : E C X is a Borel set with (E) > 0}
and
dimy; 0 = inf{dimy E : E C X is a Borel set with (X \ E) = 0},

where dimy E stands for the Hausdorff dimension of the set E. For € R% and
¢ > 0 denote by B(z,¢) the closed ball in R? with centre x and radius e. Given
0 € M(R?%) we say that 0 has exact dimension s > 0 if

limlog 0(B(z,¢€))

= s for f-a.e. z € R,
€l0 loge

in which case we write dim @ = s. It is well known (see chapter 10 of [F1]) that

log 8(B(x,¢€))

:z e RY}.
loge v }

(2.3) dimy 6§ = essinfg{limﬁ)nf

Given 1 <m < dlet Gg,, denote the Grassmannian manifold of all m-dimensional
linear subspaces of R%. For a subspace W C R? let Py : R? — RY be the orthogonal
projection onto W. For W,U € Ga,m set da,,,(W,U) = ||Pw — Py, then dg,
is a metric on Gg,, which we shall use. For M € GI(d,R) and W € Gq,p, set
M- W = M(W) € Ggm, which defines an action of Gl(d,R) on G4 .

For 1 <m < dlet A™ (Rd) denote the vector space of alternating m-linear forms
on (RY)*. Given x1, ..., 7., € R let 71 A ... Az, € A™(R?) be such that

T1 A e A (f1s ooy frn) = det[{ fi(2;) 1] for fu, ..o, fn € (RT)*
If {ej,...,e,} is a basis for R? then
{eix N Ney, + 1<) < .. <y < d}

is a basis for A™(RY). For M € GI(d,R) we define an automorphism A™M of
A™(R?) by

A" M (21 A oo AN) = Moy A oo A May, for 21, ..., 2, € R?.
7



Definition 1. Given 1 < m < d and S C GI(d,R) we say that S is m-irreducible
if there does not exist a proper linear subspace W of A™(R?) with A™M (W) = W
for each M € S. When m = 1 we say that S is irreducible.

Remark 2. Clearly S is irreducible if and only if there does not exist a proper linear
subspace W of R? with M (W) = W for each M € S. It is also easy to show that S
is m~irreducible if and only if it is d — m-irreducible (see page 86 in [BL2]). Hence
when d = 2 or 3 the m-irreducibility condition reduces to the absence of a proper
subspace of R? which is M-invariant for all M € S.

The following proposition follows from results found in [BL2], and shall be proven

in Section @l From now on we set
m=max{1<i<d: Yg_it1 = .. = Vd} -

Proposition 3. Assume m < d and that G is m-irreducible, then there ezists a

unique up € M(Gy,m) with pp = Z)\GAPXA;HJ‘F' It also holds that dimg pug > 0.

The measure pp is called the Furstenberg measure on Gy, corresponding to

{A "} e and p. We can now state our main result:

Theorem 4. If m < d, if G is m-irreducible, and if
dimy oy + D) > (m + 1)(d — m),
then m,p is exact dimensional with dimm,u = D(u) for each v € V.

Remark 5. As mentioned in the introduction, if m = d then it follows from Theorem
2.6 in [FH] that dimm,pu = D(p) for all v € V.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

For the remainder of this paper we assume m < d, G is m-irreducible, and
dim}y; pr + D(p) > (m +1)(d —m).

3.1. Disintegration of measures. For the proof of Theorem Ml we shall need to
disintegrate the measures p and {m,u},cy. We now define these disintegrations

and state some of their properties, for further details see chapter 3 of [FH].

Let B be the Borel o-algebra of R?, let X be a metric space, let § € M(X), let
K be the support of #, and let f : X — R? be continuous. Then there exists a
family {0;}zex € M(X), which will be called the disintegration of 6 with respect
to f~1B, such that:

(a) For f-a.e. z € X the measure 6, is supported on K N f~1(f(z)).
8



(b) For each g € L'() and f-a.e. x € X we have
o a(f67)
gdf, =lim———. / gdo = (fz),
/ cl0 fO(B(fz,€)) Ji1(B(fae) d(f0)
where §9(E) = [, g df for each Borel set £ C X. Here % stands for the
Radon—Nikodym derivative of f69 with respect to f6.
(c) For each g € L'(6) the map that takes z € X to [ g df, is f~'B measurable

and

/g df. = Eg[g | f~*B](x) for f-a.e. v € X .

Here Fy[g | f~1B] is the conditional expectation of g given f~!B with respect to 6.
We shall use the following notations for the disintegrations of u and {m,pu},ey. For
a subspace W C R? set By, = PVY,lL (B), and for § € M(R?) let {0y 4 }zera be the
disintegration of § with respect to Byy. Given v € R4 set F, y =7, 1o PV;IL (B)
and let {py, wwtwen be the disintegration of p with respect to F, w.

3.2. Statement of auxiliary claims. We now state some auxiliary claims which
will be used in the proof of Theorem @ The proofs are deferred to subsequent
sections in order to make the argument for Theorem [ more transparent. First we
state Proposition [Gl whose proof, which is given in Section [f] below, requires ergodic
theory and some results from the random matrix theory presented in [BL2].
Define F': V — [0,00) by

F(”):_i' H,(P | Fow)dur(W) forveV,

Yd JGam

where

P={{weQ:wy=A}eF : A€}
and H,(P | F,,w) is the conditional entropy of P given F, w with respect to p.

Proposition 6. For eachv € V and for px pp-a.e. (w,W) € QxGqn, the measure

Twlby,W,w 15 exact dimensional with dim(my iy ww) = F(v).
The rest of the auxiliary Lemmas will be proven is Section

Lemma 7. Let v € RUA and W e Gd,m, then (mu)wﬁﬂv(w) = Ty fby, W fOT pi-a.e.
w € Q.

The following semi-continuity lemma makes it possible to utilize Proposition
Lemma 8. The function F is upper semi-continuous.

Lemma 9. For v € V we have my,u L Leby, where Leby is the Lebesgue measure
of R%.



The proof of the following lemma relies on results found in [M2], which are obtained
by the use of Fourier analytic techniques. This lemma makes it possible to use the

assumption dimy pp + D(p) > (m + 1)(d —m).
Lemma 10. Let § € M(R?), let 1 <1 < d be an integer, and set s = dimp 6.
(a) If s < d —1 then for 0 <t <s

dimg{W € Gq, : essinfo{dimpy(Ows) : T €RY} >s -t} < (I —1)(d—1)+t.
(b) If s> d—1 then for s—1(d—1) <t <d-1

dimg{W € Gq, : essinfg{dimy(Ows) : v €R} >5—t} <IU(d—1)+t—s5.
(¢)If s> d—1 then
dimy {W € Gq, : essinfo{dimg(Ow.) : 1 €RY} <s—d+1} < (+1)(d—1)—s.

The proof for the following lemma is an adaptation of an argument given in the
proof of part (a) of Theorem 4.3 from [JPS].

Lemma 11. For each v € RUA and for mypu-a.e. z € RY

Jim sup log m,pu(B(, €))

< D(u) .
1 loge < D(u)

Let A* be the set of finite words over A. Given a set of transformations (or matrices)

{fa}area, that can be composed with one another, we set f, = f, o ... o fy, for

kE>1and A\;-...- Ay = w € A*. Given a set of real numbers {a)}ren we set
Uy = Ay, - ... - ay,. We also set fy = Id and ag = 1, where ) € A* is the empty
word.

Lemma 12. Let n > 1, let G’ C GI(d,R) be the closure of the group generated by
{Awtwenn, set p' = (puw)wean, set W' = ()N, and let 0 > v| > ... > v, > —o0
be the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to p' and {Ay}twear. Then G’ is m-
irreducible, v, = n-v; for 1 <i <d, and plr = pp, where 'y is the Furstenberg

measure corresponding to { Ay }wean and p' (see Proposition [3 above).

3.3. Proof of Theorem [l By using Proposition [6] and Lemmas [7] to 2] we shall

now prove Theorem [l

Lemma 13. If |Ax|| < & for each A € A, then D(p) € (d — m,d] and F(v) >
D(p) —d+m for each v € V.

Proof of Lemma [13: Since V is non empty (by assumption) and since it is an

open subset of R4 it follows that Lebgia|(V) > 0. From part (b) of Theorem 1.9
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in [JPS] it follows that if D(u) > d, then for Lebgjyj-a.e. v € V we have 7, < Lebg.
This together with Lemma [ shows that D(u) < d. Since

dimy; pp < dimg Ggm = m(d —m)
and
dimy pp + D(p) > m(d—m)+d —m,
it follows that D(u) € (d — m,d]. From this and from part (a) of Theorem 1.9 in
[JPS] we get that dimpg m,pu = D(u) for Lebgjy-a.e. v € RYAL Since V is open it
follows that the set
Q={veV : dimygm,u=D(u)}
is dense in V.
Fix v € Q, then from Proposition [6 from Lemma [T and from (23], it follows that

for pp-a.e. W € Ga,m we have for mypu-a.e. © € R? that dimp (m,u)w.. = F(v).
Set

E={W € Gy : essinf,, {dimg(r,0)w, : € RY} < D(u) —d +m},
then from dimg m,pu = D(p) > d —m and from part (c) of Lemma [0 we get
dimg () < (m+1)(d—m) — D(n) .

Since dimy; pp > (m+ 1)(d — m) — D(p) it follows that up(Gam \ €) > 0, and so
there exist W € Gg,,, and x € R? with

F(v) = dimg (myp)w,e > D(p) —d+m.

Since this holds for each v € Q and since Q is dense in V, it follows from Lemma [
that F'(v) > D(u) —d+ m for each v € V. O

Proof of Theorem [} Let v € V be given. Assume first that [|Ax| < 3 for each
A € A, then from Lemma [[3 we get F(v) > D(u) —d+m € (0,m]. From this, from
Proposition [6] and from Lemma [7 it follows that

(3.1) dimg (mypt)we > D(p) —d + m for myp x pp-ace. (x, W).
Set s = dimpg (myp). If s < D(u) —d + m then clearly
essinf,, , {dimg (T, ) we : © € R < D(p) —d+m

for each W € Gg,, and so we must have s > D(p)—d+m. Assume by contradiction
that D(pu) —d+m < s < D(u), let

0 < € < min D(p) — s, ;
dimny o + D(s2) — (m + 1)(d — m)
11



set
min{2(d —m) — D(u) +€,s} ,ifs<d—-m

d—m+s—D(u)+e ,ifs>d—m7
and set
E={W € Gy : essinfr, {dimg(m,u)w, : v € RY} > 5 —1t}.
If s <d—m then
D(pu) —d+m < s <d—m,
so 0 <t <s, and so from part (a) of Lemma [I0
dimg (&) < (m—=1)(d—m)+t < (m+1)(d—m)— D(p) + e < dim}y ur .
If s > d — m then
t—(s—m(d—m))>d—m—D(u)+m(d—m)>m(d—m)—m >0
and
d—m—t=D(u)—s—e>0,
so s —m(d—m) <t <d—m, and so from part (b) of Lemma [I{]
dimg (&) <m(d—m)+t—s=(m+1)(d—m)— D(un) + e < dim} pr .
In any case we have dimy (£) < dim}; pip, 80 pp(Gam \ €) > 0, and so
mopn X pp{(a, W) ¢ dim(rop)we < s —t+5}>0.

But this gives a contradiction to ([B1) since if s < d — m then
s—t—l—%:max{s—(2(d—m)—D(u)—|—e),O}—|—§
SmaX{D(,u)—d—Fm—e,O}—F% =D(p)—d+m— =,

and if s > d — m then
s—t—|—§:D(,u)—d—|—m—%.

It follows that we must have dimpy(m,u) = s > D(u), and so from Lemma [[T] and
[23) we obtain that m,u is exact dimensional with dim 7, = D(u). This proves
the theorem if || A < 3 for each A € A.

Now we prove the general case. Let n > 1 be such that |[A,| < % for each
w € A™. Since the SSC holds for {¢y x}rea it clearly holds for {¢y 4 }wean. For
w e (A" set 7 (w) = lim py g © ... © Yy, (0), set p' = (Pw)wean, set u’ = (p')V,
let 0 >~ > ... >~ ; —o0 be the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to u’
and {A,twean, and let G’ C GI(d,R) be the closure of the group generated by

{Ay}wearn. From Lemmall2we get that G’ is m-irreducible, v/ = n-y; for 1 <i < d,
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and py = pr, where p is the Furstenberg measure corresponding to {A,'},ean
and p’. Let h, be the entropy of pi' (i.e. hy =3 can —Pw -10g pw), and let D(u)
be the Lyapunov dimension of p/ with respect to the family {A, }wean (see the
definition in Section [2 above). Since h,s = n - h, it follows from the definition of

the Lyapunov dimension that D(u') = D(u), hence
dimjy pp + D(p') = dimpy pp + D(p) > (m +1)(d —m).

Now from the first part of the proof we get that =)y’ is exact dimensional with

dim 7, ' = D(u') = D(u). This completes the proof since m,pu = 7, u'. O

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS FROM THE THEORY OF RANDOM MATRICES

In this section we translate results found in [BL2| to suit our needs. These results

will be used in the proofs of Propositions [B] and

Definition 14. Given ¢ > 2,1 <l < ¢, and S C Gl(q,R), we say that S is I-
strongly irreducible if there does not exist a finite family of proper linear subspaces
Wi, ..., Wi of A(R9) with

AMWLU..UW,) =Wy U...UW; for each M € S.

When [ = 1 we say that S is strongly irreducible.

Remark 15. Given ¢ > 2, 1 <1 < ¢, and linear subspaces W7, ..., Wy, of A!(R?), the
set

{M € Gl(¢,R) : AMW,U...UWy) =W, U...U W}
is a closed subgroup of Gi(g,R).

Definition 16. Given ¢ > 2,1 < [ < ¢, and S C Gl(¢,R), we say that S is

I-contracting if there exists a sequence {M,,}2; C S such that
-1
{HAanH CAM, s n> 1)

converges to a rank-one matrix. When [ = 1 we say that S is contracting.

Throughout this section T C GI(d,R) will denote the closure of the semigroup
generated by {A, '} ea. Let ¢ > 1 be the dimension of A™(R?), then given M €
Gl(d,R) we may view A™M as a member of GI(¢,R). Let T C Gl(¢,R) be the
closure of the semigroup generated by {AmAgl} arcA- Recall that we assume m < d

and G is m-irreducible.

Lemma 17. T s contracting and strongly irreducible, and T is m-contracting and

m-strongly irreducible.
13



Proof of Lemma [I74: Since G is m-irreducible it follows from remark T3] that
{A;"}aen is m-irreducible, and so T is irreducible. Let co >~} > ... > ~5 >0 be
the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to p and {A}'}rea, then v/ = —vy4_;41 for
1 <i<d. Let 71 > 12 be the the two upper Lyapunov exponents corresponding to
pand {A™A ' aea. From an argument given in the proof of Theorem IV.1.2 in
[BL2| we get

m m—1
m=>_7 and =Y Y+ Vi1,
=1 i=1

hence from the definition of m

m m—1 m—1

m
m = Z%/ = _Z'Yd—i-i-l > = Z Yd—i+1 — Yd—m = Z %(-f—%/n+1 =02 -
i=1

i=1 i=1 i=1
From this, from the irreducibility of ’i‘, and from Theorem II1.6.1 in [BL2], we get
that T is contracting and strongly irreducible. From this and remark [I5] it follows
that {A™A} "'} ea is strongly irreducible, and so T is m-strongly irreducible. Since
T is contracting and since {A™ALY © w € A*} is dense in T, it follows that

{A™A Y w € A*} is contracting. This shows that T is m-contracting. [J

Let (-,-) be the usual scalar product on R?. As in Section IIL5 of [BL2] we define
a scalar product on A™(R?) by the formula

(X1 N e ATy, Y1 A oo A Yy = det [{(xz,yﬁ}:’f]:l] .

Let P(A™(R?)) be the projective space of A™(R?). Given &,7 € P(A™(R)) set
_ o\ 1/2

dpian (&) = (1= (&m?)
where ¢ and 7 are unit vectors in A™(R?) with directions ¢ and 7. As shown in
Section I11.4 of [BL2], dp(am ra)) is a metric on P(A™(R?)).
Given independent sets {x1, ..., Zm }, {1, ..., ym } C R%, there exists a constant a €
R\ {0} with

YIN o AYm =a-T1 N ... NTy

if and only if

span{y1, ..., Ym } = span{@i, ..., T } .
Define a map 9 : Ggm — P(A™(R?)) by

YW)=R-21 A ... ANy, if span{zy, ...z} =W € Ggm .
It is not hard to check that there exists a constant C' € (1, 00) with
_ 2
1)  C7ldg,,,(W,U) < (dpam ) (W), (U)))" < C-dg,,,(W.U)

for all W,U € Gg,m, where dg, ,, is the metric defined above in Section 21 Hence

1 is an embedding of G4, into P(A™(R?)). Now we can prove Proposition B
14



Proof of Proposition[3: From Lemma[l7and Theorem IV.1.2 in [BL2] it follows
that there exists a unique 6 € M(P(A™(R?))) with 6 = 3, _, pr - A™ A} 0. Since
W(Ga,m) is compact and A" M (Y(Ggm)) = Y(Gam) for each M € GI(d,R), it
follows from Lemma 1.3.5 in [BL2] that there exits 8/ € M(¥(Gq,m)) with §' =
D oxea P AmA;19’. By the uniqueness of 6 it follows that § = #’, and so 6 is
supported on (G m ).

Set urp = ~10, then

pp =97 0= pa- T o ATATIO =Y pa - AT o= pa- A

AEA A€EA AEA

—-

Since 1 is an embedding the uniqueness of pp follows from the uniqueness of 6.
From Corollary VI.4.2 in [BL2] and the remarks following it it follows that dim 6 >
0. From this and from (£I)) we obtain dimg pup > 0. This completes the proof of
the Lemma. O

Given ay, ..., aq € R let diag(ay, ..., aq) denote the d x d matrix D with

a; ,ifi=j o
D;; = for1 <i,j<d.
0 ,ifi#j
Given M € GI(d,R) there exist orthogonal matrices U,V € Gi(d,R) with M =
UDV, where D = diag(a1 (M), ...,aq(M)). We call the product UDV a singular
value decomposition of M. Note that V*e; is an eigenvector of M*M with eigen-
value a;(M)? for each 1 < i < d. Here {e;}¢_, is the standard basis of R? and M*

is the transpose of M.

Lemma 18. For each w € Q and n > 1 set Dy, = diag(ai(Ay),), -, @a(Ay),)),
let UpwDnwVnw be a singular value decomposition of Aw‘n, and set Wy (w) =
span{Un wed—m~+1, -y Unweday. Then for p-a.e. w € Q there exists W(w) € Gam
such that {Wy(w)}s2, converges to W(w) in Ggm.

Proof of Lemma[I8: From Lemma[ITwe get that T is a contracting and strongly
irreducible subset of Gi(q,R). Hence we may apply proposition I11.3.2 in [BL2]
on the iid. sequence {A™A;1}>2 . For cach w € Q and n > 1 set M, , =
At ALY set &nw = Unwed—mt1 A ... AUy weq, and set
Wa(w) = {n € A™(RY) © A™M My on = ar (A™M} M) -1} -
From part (b) of proposition II1.3.2 it follows that for py-a.e. w € Q
al(AmM:;van.w) > a?(AmM;.wM"W)

for all n large enough, and so Wn(w) is 1-dimensional for all n large enough.
From part (a) of proposition II1.3.2 it follows that for p-a.e. w € Q the sequence

{Wn (w)}22, converges to some element in P(A™(R?)). For each w € Q and n > 1
15



we have

My Mo oUnw = (AL ) AL Un
= (VoD LU ) (Vo Dy Uy U o = Un D2,

and also from Lemma 5.3 in [BL2]

m

al(AmM:.an,w) = H az(M;anw) = ﬁ ai(Mn.w)2

=1 =1

It follows that
ATM M o(€nw) = UnwDy 2 d—ms1 A . ANUpwD; 2 eq

= Had—i+l(Aw|n)_2 : gn,w =1 (AmM;;anw) 'gn,wu
=1

hence &, € ﬁ//n(w), and so for p-a.e. w € Q we have R- ¢, , = ﬁ//n(w) for all n
large enough. This shows that for p-a.e. w € Q the sequence {R-&, ,,}22 ; converges
in P(A™(R?)). Now since {R- &, ,}5°; C ¥(Gam), since 1)(Gq.,y,) is compact, and
since v is an embedding, it follows that

{Wa(@)}ozy = {7 (R &nw)}nty

converges to some W (w) in Gy,,. This completes the proof of the lemma. OJ

Lemma 19. Let U € Gg,, be given and set
Sy ={We€Gqm: UL +W £R4},

then pp(Sy) = 0.

Proof of Lemma [19: Set 6 = ur, then § € M(P(A™(R?))) and

0=> pr- A"AJ.
AEA
From the strong irreducibility of T and from proposition I111.2.3 in [BL2], it follows
that
O{R-z: 20\ {0}}=0
for every proper subspace Q of A™(R?). Let {z1,...,24_m } be a basis for U+, set
E=x1 N... NTg_m, and set

Q={ze A"R?) : £ Az =0},

16



then Q is a proper subspace of A™(R%). Now since

pr(Sv) = pr{W € Gam : EAwIA...Awy, = 0 where {w1, ..., w, } is a basis for W}
= urp{W € Gam : (W) =R -z where z € A™(R?) and £ A 2z = 0}
=0{R-z:2€0\{0}}=0

the lemma follows. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Fix some v € V and set m = m,,, K = Ky, o\ = @, ) for A € A, and Fiy = F,,,w and
{,UW,w}weQ = {Nv,W,w}wGQ for W € Gd,m- For k > 1 and )\0 et Al =W E AF let

[w={weQ : w =\ for 0<i<Ek},

and let [#] = Q. Given w € Q and k > 1 set w|r =wp ... -wr—1 € A¥ and w|g = 0

In the proof of Proposition [0l we shall make use of the following dynamical system.
Let o : Q — Q be the left shift, i.e. (ow)y = wiy1 for w € Q and k > 0. Set X =
Q X Gg,m, for each (w, W) € X set T(w, W) = (c(w), Ayl - W), and set v = p X pp.
Since pp is the unique member in M(

from Proposition 1.14 in [BQI] that (

Ga,m) With pip =3 7\ A DA A;lup, it follows
X, T,v) is measure preserving and ergodic.

Lemma 20. Let E C Q be a Borel set, let M € GI(d,R), let W € Gq,p, and set
B = Py. 0o M(B(0,1)), then for p-a.e. w € Q

i) = lim "™ T o Byl (PWLOW()+6-§)mE)
W,w 610 p(mr— 1oP V(P om(w )+5§))

Proof of Lemma[20: Let | be the restriction of p to E, i.e. u|g(F) = p(FNE)
for F € F. For x € W+ set ||zl|z =inf{t >0 : t71.-z € B}, ie. |-l 5 is the
Minkowski functional corresponding to the convex and balanced set B. Clearly

Il 5 is a norm on W+, and
5.§:{erJ‘ :lzllz <0} ford>0.

Now from Theorem 4.2 in [BL1] and the discussion preceding it, and from property
(b) in Section Bl above, we get that for p-a.e. w € Q

p(r~to Py <PWL on(w)+0-B)NE)
5% u(mw —1oP L (Pyeom(w )+(5§))
_ i Pwemnle (P om(w) +6 ;E)
610 Pyamu(Py i om(w)+6 - B)
APy mulE

_ W(PWL om(w)) = pww(E),

17



which proves the Lemma. [

Lemma 21. For each W € G4, and k > 0

pw o wlk+1]

)1 W,okw|wk] for p-a.e. w €.
i wlk]

= A

wlg

Proof of Lemma [21: For each A € A and w € Q set fy(w) = A -w, i.e. fr(w)
is the concatenation of A with w. Let W € Ggm, k > 0, and w € A¥ be given,
and set U = (A,,)~! - W. From property (b) stated in Section [B.I] above and since
w(fw(E)) = py - u(E) for each E € F, it follows that for u-a.e. w €

(51) pigyor el = limu(ﬂ'_l o P[;j (B(Py1omo ok(o.)), )N [(Ukw)h])
' ot 310 (= o Pl (B(Pyyomook(w),d

L fulr o PR (B(Pys om0 0¥ ), 0

im

b a(uonto Py [(B(Pys om0 0h(@),0)))

Fix w € [w] and § > 0, and set B = Py. o A, (B(0,1)). Since f, o '(z) =
7 o pu(z) for z € K,

(5.2) fwom ' oP (B(Pysomoot(w),d))
=71 opu(K NP, (B(Py.omoo®(w),d)))
=m topu(K)Na o py(mod®(w) + U+ B(0,9))
= [l N7t o (T oot (w) + U + B(0,4)) -

From ¢, om = mo f, and w|x = w we get

¢u(moo®(w) + U + B(0,4))
=70 fyoo®(w)+ Ay - U+ Ay(B(0,6))
=7m(w)+W+6-A,(B(0,1))
— W+ Py 0m(w) + 6+ Bys (Au(B(0,1)))
= Py (Py:om(w)+4-B).
From this and from (52)) we obtain

fuor o Py (B(Pys om0 0¥ (w),8)) = [wli] N7~ o Pyh (Pyys o m(w) + - B),
18



for each w € [w] and § > 0. It now follows from (5I)) and Lemma 20l that for y-a.e.
w € [w]

HEOT o P (P o) 5. )0 fule* )
640 w([wlx] N 1oP L (Pyeom(w )+(5§))

(w
_ twe(Wlk] N ful(0*w)i])  pwwlwlks]
1w, [w]x] pww(wlk]

NU,akw[Wk] =

This proves the lemma since U = (A,,,)"" - W for w € [w], and since w is an

arbitrary element of A*. O

Proof of Proposition [6: Recall that P = {[A\] : A € A}. For w € A* set
Ky = ¢u(K). Define I : X — R by I(w, W) = —log uw,w[wo] for (w,W) € X. It
follows from property (c) stated in Section 3] from the ergodic theorem, and from
Lemma 1] that for v-a.e. (w, W) e X

(5.3) / HA(P | Fo) dur(U)
= / / —log Eu[1py,) | Ful(n) du(n) dup(U)
//—loguU,]no du(n) dup(U) = /I(n,U) dv(n,U)

n—1

1 1
= lim> Z IoT*(w, W) =lim — n > _logpia,, )t wiokwlwi]

w _1 w n
_ hrn— 4 Zl Iww @]kt 1] — i 28 KW, [w]n]
P [W]k] n n

. —logmuw,. (Kw\n)
= lim .
n n
Let 0 < € < —1, then there exists a Borel set 0y € Q with p(2\ Qo) = 0, such
that for w € Qg there exists N, > 1 for which

a;i(Ay),) € (eni79) ity for n > N, and 1 <i <d.
Since v € V there exists p > 0 with
p < min{d(px, (K),or, (K)) + A1, A2 € A with Ay # Ao} .

Let w € Qo, n > N, and Ag + ... - A1 = w € A"\ {w|n}. Let 0 < k < n be
such that Ap # w, with Aj; = w; for 0 < j < k. Since n(c*w) € K., we have
B(r(c*w),p) N Ky, =0, and so

0= @w\k(B(ﬂ-(o'kw)a p) N KAR:) 2 <Pw|k(B(7T(Ukw)7p)) NKy .
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Now since
Sﬁw\k (B(W(Ukw)5 p)) D B(‘Pwlk © ﬂ-(akw)) Oéd(Awlk) ! p)
D B(m(w), aa(Ay),) - p) D B(n(w), en(va=e) . p),
we get B(m(w), ™4~ . p) N K,, = . We have thus shown that
B(r(w),e" ™9 . p) N K,, = 0 for w € o, n > Ny, and w € A"\ {w|,} .

It follows from this, from the fact that mpw,, is supported on K for v-a.e. (w, W) €
X, and from (B3)), that for v-a.e. (w,W) e X

log(mpw.. (B(r(w), 6)))

4)  liminf
(5.4) im in

log d
. en(va—e)
— lim inf log(mpw,w(B(r(w),p-e )N K))
n log(p - en(va—e))
i OB (Ku) _ [ Hu(P | Fo) dpr ()
n n-(vq—€) € — g

For eachw € Qand n > 1set D,, ., = diag(a1(Ay), ) - @a(Ay),)), let UnwDn o Vi w
be a singular value decomposition of Aw‘n, and set Ly, o, = span{U, w€d—m+1; -, Un,w€d }-
From Lemma [I8 it follows that for p-a.e. w € Q there exists L, € G4, such that

{Ln,u}22, converges to L, in Gy nm,. Set
Xo={(w,W) e X : we Q, the limit L, = li7rln Ly, exists, and L} + W = R4},
and for U € Gq,, set

Su={WeGam:U-+W £R}.

From Fubini’s theorem and Lemma [19 we get

OO\ X) < [ (S duw) = 0.
{L. exists}
Let b € (0,00) be such that K C B(0,b). Fix (w, W) € X, then L, N W = {0}, so
Pr,(x) # 0 for each x € W\ {0}, and so
ag,w =min{|Pr_ (z)| : € Wand |z|=1}>0.

Since {Ly, ., 52, converges to L, it follows that there exists N, w > N, with

Gy W

min{|P,  (z)| : © € W and |z| =1} > for every n > N, w .
Let n > N, w, and set

R=m(w)+ Ly + {2 € L : |2 < 2b- "0t}
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For d —m + 1 <i < d we have 7; = 74, hence a;(A,,,) < e(vate) and so
Ay, (B(0,20)) = Uy oD s Vi o (B(0,2b)) = Uy s Do (B(0,20))
C Upw(span{er,....eq—m} + {z € span{eq_mi1,...,ea} : |x| < 2b- et
= Liw +{zx €Ly, : |z] <2b- e”('““)} )
It follows that for y € K
Yol (U) = T(W) = o), () = Puf, om0 0" (W)
= Ay, (y—moo"(w)) € Ay, (B(0,2b))
CLy,+{z€Lney : |z <2b- envatel
which shows that K, C R. Given z € W with |z > % - ™77 we have

L > Ja] - oW 5 gp. enluate)

P, =|z|-|P,
P @) = bl Pr (o -

It follows that « + w(w) ¢ R, and so
4b

(m(w) + W) N Ky, C (r(w) + W)NR C B(r(w), —— - en(vatey
w,W
We have thus shown that
(5.5)
4b
Ko, N(m(w)+W) C B(r(w), m.en('mﬂ)) for every (w,W) € Xo and n > N, w.

From property (a) stated in Section [3] it follows that wuw,, is supported on
7w(w)+ W for v-a.e. (w,W) € X. From this, from (5.3]), and from (5.3]), we get that
for v-a.e. (w,W) e X

log(mpuw.. (B(r(w),d)))

(5.6) limsup

510 IOg(S
IOg(WMW,w (B(W(w)v a4—b : en(%z-l—e))))
= lim sup m ahl
n log(= 0 - en(vate))
_Nog(muww(Ky), N (r(w) + W)))
< lim
n n-(va+e€)
— lim IOg(ﬂ'NW,w(Kw\n)) _ f HM(P | ]:U) dMF(U)
no n-(vate) —Ya — € '

Now since € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small the proposition follows from (5.4)

and (5.6). O
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6. PROOFS OF AUXILIARY LEMMAS

Proof of Lemma [ Given a continuous g : R? — R with compact support it

holds for p-a.e. w that

1
9Tt (o) = limm |/ gdmop
/ )7 510 Py e mop(B(Py 2y (w), 0)) Pl (B(Pyy L 70().0)

1
= lim

440 PwJ_ﬂ'U/J,(B(PwLﬂ'U (W), 6)) /TrulopwlL (B(Pyy 1 70(w),0))

= /g O Ty d,uu,W,w = /gdmuu,w,w,

gomy dp

which proves the Lemma. [J

Proof of Lemma [8: Fix W € G4, and vy € V, and for each v € V set Fyy (v) =
H,(P | Fyw), then it suffice to show that Fy : V — R is upper semi-continuous
at vo. Let {uy,...,uq_m} be an orthonormal basis for W+, and for 1 <i < d—m

set U; = span{u;} and
Q;={teR : Pymyuf{t -u;} =0}.

Clearly R\ Q; is at most countable. For each 1 < ¢ < d—m and n > 1 let
{afl)k}zoz_oo = J! C @Q; be such that 27771 < ail),H_l - aihk <2 " for k € Z, and
such that J;! C J, ;. Forn>1and (ki,...,ka—m) = k € Z9~™ set

d—m
-1 ; d— d— d—
Spk = PWL{Z thou : (Y.t € [a,ll7k1,a,11)kl+1)>< X [anyk’;m,anyk’;mﬂ)}.
i=1
Forn > 1 and v € V let G, ,, be the o-algebra on ) generated by
{71 (S ) = kezi™™y,

and set Fyy,,(v) = H,(P | Gun). For v eV we have G,1 C Gy 2 C ... and Fyw =
V21 Gu.n, hence from Theorem 6 in page 38 of [P] we get that Fy,1 > Fie > ...
and Fy = lign Fw,,. It follows that it is enough to prove that Fy ., : V — R is
continuous at vg for n > 1. Let n > 1, (ky,...,dg—m) = k € Z¥™ and X\ € A be
given, and for v € V set f(v) = p([A]N7; (S, z)). From the way Fy,, is defined it
follows that it suffice to show that f is continuous at vg. From aj'h kit ail) ki1 € Qi
for each 1 <4 < d—m it follows that p(7; 1 (95, 1)) = 0, and for w € Q\ 7, 1(dS,, 1)

0
we have

vli—g)lol[)\]ﬁﬂ;l(sn,é)(w) - 1[)‘10”;01(5 ﬁ)(w%

hence from the dominated convergence theorem lim f(v) = f(vp). This completes
VvV—V0

the proof of the lemma. []
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Proof of Lemma [9: Since m,u is supported on K, it suffice to show that
Lebg(K,) = 0. Let p > 0 be such that

1 .
p < 3 min{d(vvp.a; (Kv), Pors (Ku)) © A1, A2 € A with Ay # Ao}

andset U = {z € R? : d(x, K,) < p}, then @, », (U) C U and @, », (U)Npy, (U) =
0 for A1, A2 € A with A\; # A2. Also it is easy to see that the set U \ Uxeapw,A(U)

has a non empty interior, hence

Lebg(U) > Leba(Ureapoa(U)) = Y Leba(pu A(U)) = Leba(U) - > | det(Ay)],
AEA A€A

and 50 )y, |det(Ay)| < 1. In addition, for each n > 1 we have

Leba(Ky) < Leba(Unenrpow(U)) = Y Leba(nw(U))

weA™
= Leby(U Z | det(Ay)| = Leby(U) - Z H | det(Ay,)
weA™ A, An€EA =1
= Eebd Z |det A>\ ,
AEA

which shows that Leby(K,) = 0. O

For the proof of Lemma [I0l we shall first need the following Lemma regarding the
dimension of exceptional sets of projections. Given # € M(RY) and t > 0 let
I(0) be the t-energy of 6 (see Section 2.5 of [M2]), and let dimg 6 be the Sobolev
dimension of # (see Section 5.2 of [M2]). Given a Borel set £ C R? we denote the
restriction of 6 to E by 6|g.

Lemma 22. Let § € M(R?) and 1 <1 < d be given and set s = dimpy 0, then:
(a) If s <1 then for 0 <t <s
dimg{W € Gq,; : dimyg(Pw0) <t} <Ii(d—1-1)+t
(b) If s > 1 then for s —i(d—1) <t <l
dimg{W € Gq; : dimpy(Pw0) <t} <Il(d—-1)+t—s.
(c) If s > 1 then
dimp (G \{W € Gay : Pwb < H'}) <l(d—-1+1)—

where H'! is the I-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Proof of Lemma [22, part (a): Let 0 <ty < t; < t, and for each n > 1 set

E, ={zeR?: 6(B(z,0)) <n-6" for each § > 0} .
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From dimgy 6 > t; and ([Z3) we get O(R?\ U, E,) = 0. From an argument as the
one given in page 19 of [M2] it follows that I;,(0|g,) < oo for each n > 1. From
this, from Theorem 5.10 in [M2], and since dimg ¢ < dimg ¢ for each ¢ € M(R?)
with dimg ¢ < d, we get

dimH{W € Gy, dimH(PWH) < to}

=sup dimyg{W € Gq; : dimyg(Pw(0|g,)) <to} <l(d—1—-1)+t.
n>1

As this holds for every 0 < tg < t we obtain a .
Proof of part (b): Let I <ty < t; < s, and for each n > 1 let E, be as in the

proof of a. Since I, (6]g,) < oo for each n > 1, it follows from Theorem 5.10 in
[M2] that

dimH{W € Gy, dimH(PWH) < t}

=sup dimyg{W € Gq; : dimyg(Pw(|g,)) <t} <lUd—-1)+t—to.
n>1

Now by letting tg tend to s we obtain b.
Proof of part (c): Let Il <ty <ty <t; < s, and for each n > 1 let E, be as in

the proof of a. Since Iy, (0|g, ) < oo for each n > 1, it follows from Theorems 5.4.b
and 5.10 in [MZ] that

dimH(Gdyl \ {W S Gd,l Py« Hl})
= sup dimH(Gdyl \{W e Ga, - Py (0lE,) < Hl})

n>1

< sup dimH{W € Gy - dimS(PW(9|En)) < tg} < l(d — l) +io—1p.
n>1

Now by letting to tend to [ and ¢y tend to s we obtain c. [J

For the proof of Lemma we shall also need the following proposition, which
follows directly from Theorem 5.8 in [F2]. The proof is actually given in [F2] for
the case d = 2, but extends to higher dimensions without difficulty.

Proposition 23. Let 1<l <d, ECRY W € Gqy, 0 £ AC WL, and t > 0 be
giwen. If dimy (E N (x + W)) >t for each x € A, then dimy E >t + dimy A.

Proof of Lemma [10, part (a): Assume by contradiction that the claim is false
for some 0 < t < s, then
(6.1) dimg{W € Gq, : essinfo{dimpg (Ow) : v € R} > s—t} > (1—-1)(d—1)+t.

Since the map that sends W € Gy, to wt e Gq,q—; is an isometry with respect

to the metric on the Grassmannian defined in Section 2] we get from part (a) of
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Lemma [22] that

dimg{W € Gq; : dimy(Py.0) <t}
=dimg{W € Ggq—; : dimg(Pwb) <t} < (I —-1)(d—-1)+¢.
From this and (6.1)) it follows that there exists 0 < € < t and W € Gq4, such that
dimg (Py, 1 0) >t and
essinfp{dimy (Aw,) : * €ERI} > 5 —t+e.

Let E C R? be a Borel set with §(F) > 0, for z € W+ set E, = EN (x + W), and
set
A={zeW' : 0w .(F,) >0and dimg(Ows) >s—t+e}.

From properties stated in Section Bl it follows that Py 1 60(A) > 0, hence
dimHA 2 dlmH(PWLH) 2 t.
For x € A we have
dimyg FE, > dlmH(HW@) >s—t+e,

and so from Proposition 23 we obtain dimy F > s+e¢. As this holds for every Borel
set E C R? with §(E) > 0, it follows that s = dimy 6 > s + . This is clearly a
contradiction, and so we obtain part (a) of the lemma. The proof of part (b) is the

same, except we need to use part (b) of Lemma [22] instead of part (a).

Proof of part (c): Set
S={WeGq : Py < H",
then from part (c) of Lemma 22 we get
(6.2) dimg(Gg \S) < (d-0)(I+1)—s.
Let d—1 <ty <ti <sandforn>1set
E,={x€R?: §(B(z,6)) <n-6" for each § > 0},

then as in the proof of part (a) of Lemma B2 we have (R? \ U,E,) = 0 and
I, (0|g, ) < oo for each n > 1. Since for each W € G4, we have Oy (R*\U, E,) = 0
for f-a.c. x € R?, it follows that

(6.3) dimg{W € S : essinfp{dimy(fw.) : © € R} <tog—d+1}

= sup dimg{W € S : essinfp{dimy(Ow.|g,) : v € R} <ty —d+1}.
n>1

As described in Section 2 of [JM], given W € G4, and a Radon measure ¢ on R?¢
with compact support, there exist Radon measures {¢""*}, .y, on R? such that
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for He lae. x e Wt

1
gd{W’mzlimf-/ g d¢ for g e C(R?) .
/ 610 (20)1 Jp=1 (B(a,)) ®

For # € RY we set ¢Wo := ¢W-Pwrz,

Fix some n > 1 with 6(E,,) > 0, and let W € S. From property (b) in Section 3]
above and from Theorem 2.12 in [M3], it follows that for f-a.e. x € R? we have for
each g € C(R?)

/9 i g P 0B P w.8) e onysein 940
610 (26)d_l ij_ H(B(ij_ x, 5))
 dPy.t

= W(PWLJ:) . /g dHW@,

which shows that
dPyy .0
T gHA
(Py1z) < oo for f-a.e. z € R and from Lemma 3.2

oo (Pyix) Owa .

, APy, 1 0
From this, from 0 < %=

in [JM], we get that for f-a.e. x € RY
dlmH(HW,z|En) = dlmH(HW’z|En) = dlmH((9|En)W’z) .

Now from Lemma 2.22 in [JM], from I,,(6|g, ) < oo, and from Theorem 6.5 in [M2],

we obtain

dimg{W € S : essinfo{dimy(Ow.|p,) : € R} <to—d+1}
=dimy{W € S : essinfo{dimy((0|g,)"*) : v € R} <tog—d+1}

< dimp{W € S : /WL Ty ara(01,)V") dHE (2) = o0} < (d—1)(I+1)—to .

This together with (G.2]) and (63)) proves part (c¢) of the lemma, since we can let ¢y
tend to s. O

Proof of Lemvma [I1: Fix v € RYA and set 7 = m,, K = K,, and @) = Do,

for A € A. Let k := k() > 0 be as defined in (Z2). If D(n) > d then there is

nothing to prove (see Proposition 10.3 in [F1]), hence we can assume D(u) < d,
@ (Aw)

and so k <d. For 1 <i<kand w e A* set d;, = [17—‘, and set
’ apt1(Aw)

M, diw ,ifk>0

dp = .
1 Jif k=0
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There exists a constant a > 0 such that for each w € A* there exists a rectangle
R, C R? with ©w(K) C Ry, and with side lengths sq, ..., 84 > 0 where

a-ak+1(Aw)-di,w N 1f1§z§k

S; = .
a- agr1(Aw) JifkE+1<i<d

For w € A* let Ry = {Ruw.1,--., Ruw,d, ; be a partition of R, into disjoint squares
of side length a - ag41(Aw). For w € Q and n > 1 let R, », be the unique member

of R, which contains 7(w). For each n > 1 set

plwln]
En = Q an S 57 9
{w € 77,“( , ) dw\n } 7’L2}
then
day 1
w(En) < Z ZW,‘L(RMJ) ’ 1{##(Rw,j)§%} < PO

weA™ j=1
and so Y., iu(E,) < co. From this and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma it follows that

(6.4) plw : #{n>1:weE,}=00}=0.
There exists a constant a’ > a such that

Ryn C B(m(w),a" - agq1(Ay),)) forweQandn >1,
hence for w € Q2

lim sup 12 Tu(B(r(w),9))
510 log 5

gy BB, a1 (41,))
n—o00 10g(a’ Oy (Aw|n ))

< lim sup 8™ Bon)
n—o00 log(ak-i-l (Aw|n ))

Now from (6.4) it follows that for p-a.e. w € Q

Hwln]
lim sup logmp(B((w),9)) _ lim sup M
510 log ¢ T nooo log(agti(Ayy,))
k (677 Aw n
) log plwln] — > =, log #A‘mi)
= l1msu '
1 Sup log(ag+1(Ayl,.))

This together with ([27I)) and the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem gives

Jimn sup log T (B(m(w),d)) <k hy+m+ .o+

540 logé V41

= D(n)

for p-a.e. w € Q, which proves the lemma. [J
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Proof of Lemma[1Z: Assume by contradiction that G’ is not m-irreducible, then
there exists a proper linear subspace W of A™(R?) such that A™M (W) = W for
all M € G’. Let W1, ..., W be an enumeration of the set

{A"A,(W) : w e A”fl}
and define
H={MecGIdR) : V1<i<k 31<j<k with AMMW;) =W;},

then H is a closed subgroup of Gi(d,R). Let T denote the closure of the semigroup
generated by {A}'}rea. Since A™M (W) = W for each M € G’ it follows that H
contains the semigroup generated by {Ax}aeca, and so T C H. This implies that
T is not m-strongly irreducible which contradicts Lemma [I7 and so it must hold

that G’ is m-irreducible.

From Proposition I11.5.6 in [BL2] it follows that for each 1 < i <d

T l/ ) ’
i = hj{fn N Joaoy log i (A, ) dp' (w)

1
= li]rvn N /AN log i (Ayy,,. ) dp(w) = n -7,

hence

max{l <i<d: vy, =..=7=m<d.
From this, from the m-irreducibility of G’, and from Proposition [3] it follows that
there exists a unique pf € M(Gam) with pfp = 3 cpn Pw - Ayt pp. Clearly we
also have pp =3 cpn Pw - Ayt pp, hence pp = pp. O
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